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PCT/AU2003/000907 



Basis of the report 



With regard to the elements of the international application:* 
[X] the international application as originally filed. 

as originally filed, 
filed with the demand, 
received on with the letter of 



| | the description, 
| | the claims, 



pages 
pages 



| | the drawings, 



pages 

pages 
pages 
pages 
pages 
pages 



as originally filed, 

as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19, 
filed with the demand, 
received on with the letter of 
as originally filed, 
filed with the demand, 
received on with the letter of 
| | the sequence listing part of the description: - 

pages , as originally filed 
pages , filed with the demand 
pages , received on with the letter of 

2 With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or finished to this Authority in the language in 
' which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

Ttse^^ereavaiLleorfurnishedtothis Authority in the following language which's: 
□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search (under Rule 23.1(b)). 
| — | the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

[— 1 the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 
1 — and/or 55.3). 

3 With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed hvthe international application, the international 

preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 
| | contained in the international application in written form. 
[ — | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
| — | furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 
[""I furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

I—I The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
— international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has 
been furnished 

| | The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of. 
| | the description, pages 
| | the claims, Nos. 
[ | the drawings, sheets/fig. 

Any replacement slteet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this report 
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IV. 



Lack of unity of invention 



1 . In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees the applicant has: 



| | restricted the claims. 

[ | paid additional fees. 

| | paid additional fees under protest 

| | neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 

fxl This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose, according to Rule 68.1, 

— not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees. 



This Aumority considers mat me requhemento^ 131 ' 132and 13,3 iS 

| | . complied with. 

fx] not complied with for the following reasons: 

The international application does not comply with the requirements of unity of invention because it does not 
related one invention or to a group of inventions so linked as to form a single general inventive concept. In 
£mh£to ^conclusion the International Searching Authority has found that there are different inventions 
as follows: 

1 Claims 1 to 25, 48 are directed to a training device for a dancer comprising a mat or the like wherein 
the mat is provided with a set of indicia representing the preferred position for the dancer dunng any 
one of a combination of movements pertaining to the dance It is considered that the mat with the 
indicia comprises a first "special technical feature". 

2 Claims 26 to 47, 49 and 50 are directed to a method and apparatus for training a dancer comprising 
the steps of capturing a Uve image of a dancer as the dancer performs a dance routme, generating text 
and/or graphical images, overlaying said text/graphical images with the live unage onto a display 
device so as to aid the dancer to perform the dance routine. It is considered that overlaying the 
generated text and/or graphical images onto the live image of the dancer comprises a second special 
technical feature". 

These groups are not so linked as to form a single general inventive concepMhat is, they do not have any 
common inventive features, which define a contribution over the prior art. The common concept hnkmg 
together these groups of claims is a training device for a dancer. However this concept is not novel m the 
light of; 

US 2002/0019258 Al (KIM. etal.) 14 February 2002, See the Abstract; 

4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of international preliminary examination in 
establishing this report: 

. all parts. 
[~] the parts relating to claims Nps. 
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Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; citations 
and explanations supporting such statement i 



1 . Statement 

Novelty (N) Claims 10, 11, 18 to 25, 31 to 40, 45 to 47 YES 

Claims 1 to 9, 12 to 17, 26 to 30, 41 to 44, 48 to 50 NO 

Inventive step (IS) Claims 10, 11, 18 to 25, 31 to 40, 45 to 47 YES 

Claims 1 to 9, 12 to 17, 26 to 30, 41 to 44, 48 to 50 NO 

Industrial applicability (IA) Claims 1 to 50 Y ^ S 

Claims . ™ 

2. Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7) 

' The following documents identified in the International Search Report have been considered for the purposes of 
this report: 

Dl) DE 3730799 
D2)EP 1043746 
D3)FR 2440586 
D4) US 2002/0019258 
D5) WO 2002/030535 

NOWI/TY (N) 1 to 9. 12 to 17 - 26 to 30. 41 tn 44. 48 to 50 

The invention as defined in claims 1 to 9, 12, 15, 16, and 48 has been disclosed in Dl). See the drawings 

The invention as defined in claims 1 to 9, 15, 17 and 48 has been disclosed in D2). See the drawings at least 

The invention as defined in claims 1 to 9, 12 to 17 and 48 has been disclosed in D3). See the drawings at least. 

The invention as defined in claims 26, 28 to 30, 41, 43, 44, 49 and 50 has been disclosed in D4). In particular 
see the abstract; Figs 3, 4, and 8; paragraph 0037. 

The invention as defined in claims 26 to 30, 41 to 44, 49 and 50 has been disclosed in D5). In particular see the 
abstract; page 1, line 12 to 15;page 3, lines 1 1 and 12; page 7, lines 1 to 6. 

Therefore these claims do not meet the criteria set forth in PCT Article 33(2) for novelty 
mVFNTTVE STEP (IS\ 1 to 9, 12 to 17. 25 to 30. 41 to 44. 48 to 50 

Claims 1 to 9, 12 to 17, 26 to 30, 41 to 44, 48 to 50 also lack an inventive step for the reasons given above. 

Claim 25 differs from D3) in that it is directed to a ballet dancer. I consider that the difference between ^the 
claimed invention and the citation constitutes no more than a mere technical equivalent Both ""^P^™ 
weUknown in the art and it would be clearly obvious to a person skilled in the art ^™*™^"£™** y 
the other without materially affecting the way the invention worked. Therefore the claimed invention does not 
involve an inventive step. 
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